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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the arguments filed on 1 1/28/2007. This action is made 
FINAL. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered, but are not persuasive. Therefore, 
this action is made final. 

3. The argued features, i.e., A method of communication between a first unit and 
a second unit via a telecommunications network, in which the first unit 
comprises applications belonging respectively to a first family and a second 
family having a priori a lower degree of confidence than the first family, the 
method comprising: forcing at least one request originating from an 
application of the second family, transmitted over the network to the second 
unit, to include a mark associated with the second family of applications read 
upon Nachman as follows. 

Therefore, Gong shows the limitation of "forcing at least one request originating 
from an application of the second family" Nachman shows that obtaining by a 
confidence component belonging to the second family (WAP browser # 200, see 
figure 2) of applications, a statement of a question (popup message) to be posed 
to a user of the first unit (devices #1 01 -1 03 computers, and mobile #1 06 see 
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figurel ) in the context of an execution of an application of the first family (Java 
applets, see figures 5 and 6); (Paragraphs 6, 16, 28 and 29) 

4. With regards to the specific argument of the applicant about the used 

references not teaching a first family and second family another application 
family Nachman shows the applet originating the request has been signed. If 
it is signed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

Nachman et al (PGPUB - No: US 2001/0027474). 

3. Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied 
to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 



Application/Control Number: 10/539,456 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2614 

may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the 
applicant fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 



Regarding claim 1, Nachman teaches a method for communication between a 
first unit and a second unit via a telecommunications network, wherein the first 
unit comprises a first family of applications and a second family of applications 
having communication capacities on the network extending beyond 
communication capacities of the applications of the first family, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

/a/ obtaining by a confidence component belonging to the second family 
(WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) of applications, a statement of a question 
(popup message) to be posed to a user of the first unit (devices #1 01 -1 03 
computers, and mobile #106 see figurel) in the context of an execution of an 
application of the first family (Java applets, see figures 5 and 6); (Paragraphs 6, 
16,28 and 29) 

Ibl presenting the question by the confidence component (WAP browser # 
200, see figure 2) via a user interface and capturing a response from the user 
by the confidence component; (paragraph 6), and 

Id for at least one type of response from the user, transmitting from the 
confidence component (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) to the second unit 
(web server # 206, figure 2), via the network, at least one message identifying 
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the question (user send a pop-up message) presented and indicating the 
response captured, said message being transmitted under conditions 
inaccessible to the applications of the first family (Java applet is started # 500. 
The Java applet retrieves the web or WAP browser's locally stored identification 
information #501 , see figure 5), (paragraphs 31 , 32, 41 , and 42). 
Regarding claim 2, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the question posed is identified in the message of step Id by including 
the question statement in said message 

(paragraphs 31 , 32, 41 , and 42 Nachman teaches that response from the user, 
transmitting from confidence (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) to the second 
unit (web server # 206, figure 2) over the network, user send a pop-up message 
(message identifying the question). 

Regarding claim 3, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein, for at least one other type of response reflecting a refusal of the user in 
relation to the question posed, the confidence component indicates the refusal to 
said application of the first family 

(paragraphs 41 , 42, Nachman teaches that when the user send pop-up message 
(message question) with marks of the recipients and clicks compose message if 
the other user excepted and if the user decline the message the refusal will go 
back to the sender (credit card transactions), the confidence component (WAP 
browser # 200, see figure 2) indicates the refusal to said application of the (Java 



Application/Control Number: 10/539,456 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2614 

applet is started # 500. The Java applet retrieves the web or WAP browser's 
locally stored identification information #501 , see figure 5)). 

Regarding claim 4, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 3, 
wherein, for the type of response reflecting a refusal of the user (credit card 
transactions), in relation to the question (pop-up message) posed, the confidence 
component (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) does not transmit the message of 
step Id to the second unit (web server # 104, figure 1), (paragraphs 41 , 42 and 
29). 

Regarding claim 5, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, further 
comprising the step of validating the response of the user at the second unit on 
receipt of the message transmitted in step Id by making sure that said message 
has actually been transmitted under conditions inaccessible to the applications of 
the first family (paragraph 02,13, 27, 31 , 32 and 34, Nachman teaches the user 
response is validating at the web server, receipt of pushed content and 
transacting of secure e-commerce on the same web page, message been 
transmitted to Java applet, see figures2 and 6). 

Regarding claim 6, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 5, further 
comprising the step of returning, following validation of the user's response, a 
response message from the second unit to the confidence component via the 
network (paragraph 12, 27 and 31, Nachman teaches that a response message 
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from the web server to WAP, see figures 1 ,2, and 3). 

Regarding claim 7, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 6, 
wherein the confidence component indicates to said application of the first family 
the content of the response message received from the second unit (paragraph 
29, 33, 34 and 37, Nachman teaches the application of the applet the content of 
the response message received from the web server, see figures 2 and 4). 

Regarding claim 8, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the statement of the question is indicated directly to the confidence 
component in step /a/ by said application of the first family (Paragraphs 6, 28, 29, 
and 16, Nachman teaches that second family (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) 
of applications a statement of question (popup) to user of the first unite (devices 
#1 01 -1 03 computers, and mobile #1 06 see figurel ) in the context of an 
application of the first family (Java applets, see figures 5 and 6). 

Regarding claim 9, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 8, 
wherein said application of the first family indicates an address of the second unit 
with the statement of the question in step /a/ (Paragraphs 4, 36-39, Nachman 
teaches that java applet indicates an address of the web server (see figures 5A, 
5B) with the applications a statement of question (popup massage) to user of the 
first unite (devices #101-103 computers, and mobile #106 see figurel) in the 
context of an application of the first family (Java applets), see figures 5 and 6). 
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Regarding claim 10, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein step /a/ comprises the following sub-steps: 

/a1/ indicating from said application of the first family to the confidence 
component an address of the second unit and a request to be submitted in order 
to obtain the statement of the question from the second unit, (Paragraphs 4, 36- 
39, Nachman teaches that java applet indicates an address of the web server 
(see figures 5A, 5B) with the applications a statement of question (popup 
massage) to user of the first unite (devices #1 01 -1 03 computers, and mobile 
#1 06 see figurel ) in the context of an application of the first family (Java applets), 
see figures 5 and 6) 

/a2/ transmitting the request from the confidence component to the 
indicated address via the network (paragraphs 4, 37 Nachman teaches that WAP 
browser's locally stored identification information #501 such as the current IP 
address used by the browsing computer, see figure 4) 

/a3/ retrieving the statement of the question at the confidence component 
(WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) from a response to the request returned by 
the second unit (web server # 206, figure 2) via the network (paragraph 32, see 
figure 2). 
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Regarding claim 11, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 10, 
wherein the request is transmitted by the confidence component in sub-step /a2/ 
under conditions accessible to the applications of the first family (paragraphs 13, 
25, 31 , and 32, Nachman teaches the http request is transmitted by the WAP or 
web browser and Java applet, an Active-X control or any other executable 
content that does not require a dedicated download and installation process, see 
figure 2). 

Regarding claim 12, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 10, 
wherein the response to the request returned by the second unit further includes 
a reference, said reference being stored by the confidence component and then 
inserted into the message transmitted in step Id to identify the question posed 
(paragraph 32, Nachman teaches the pop-up message (question) at the WAP 
component from a response to the request returned by the second unit (web 
server) via the network, (see figure 2) and WAP browser's locally stored 
identification information #501 such as the current IP address used by the 
browsing computer, see figure 4) 

Regarding claim 13, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein said application of the first family (java applet) is a program written in 
Java language, and the confidence component is incorporated in a virtual Java 
machine with which the first unit (WAP and applet) is provided (paragraphs 34, 
42, see figures 2 and 6). 
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Regarding claim 14, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the applications of the second family have the capacity to access, via the 
network, at least one URL associated with the second unit and inaccessible to 
the applications of the first family (paragraphs 4, 38 and 42, Nachman teaches 
the server (second unit) loads the applicable URL of the message into the 
applicable window of WAP browser (second family) to the appropriate recipient). 

Regarding claim 15, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the applications of the first family (Java applet) are not capable of 
accessing the network 

(Paragraphs 33, 34 and 37, Java applet is used instead of an auto refreshing 
HTML page, see figures 2,5 and 6). 

Regarding claim 16, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein the applications of the first family have the capacity, in a determined 
transfer protocol, to access only a single remote site which does not comprise 
the second unit (paragraphs04, 13, 31 , 34, Nachman teaches that Java applet 
(first family) transfer http and WAP to access only a single remote site which 
does not comprise the web server (second unit), see figures 2 and 6). 

Regarding claim 17, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein each request originating from an application of the second family 
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transmitted on the network and destined for the second unit is forced to include a 
marking associated with the second family of applications (paragraph 32, 41 and 
42, Nachman teaches the web server (second unit) is forced to include a 
message marks the details of the recipients (text, video, audio) associated with 
the WAP or web browser (second family). 

Regarding claim 18, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, 
wherein each request originating from an application of the second family 
transmitted on the network and destined for the second unit is forced not to 
include a marking associated with the first family, said marking being included in 
at least some of the requests transmitted on the network and originating from 
applications of the first family (paragraph 04, 32, 41 and 42, Nachman teaches 
the web server (second unit) is forced to include a message marks the details of 
the recipients (text, video, audio) associated with the WAP or web browser 
(second family), the requests transmitted on the network and originating from 
applications of the java applet (first family), see figures 2, 4 and 6). 

Regarding claim 19, Nachman teaches the method as claimed in claim 17, 
wherein the requests comprise HTTP requests and the marking is inserted in the 
headers of the HTTP requests (paragraph 13, 31-38, Nachman teaches the 
HTTP requests (see figure 2) and the information can be retrieved from the 
HTTP headers of said HTTP request (see figure4)). 
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Regarding claim 20, Nachman teaches a confidence software component for a 
first unit capable of communicating with a second unit via a telecommunications 
network, the first unit comprising a first family of applications and a second family 
of applications having communication capacities on the network extending 
beyond communication capacities of the applications of the first family, wherein 
the confidence component belongs to the second family of applications and 
includes instructions to control the following steps in an execution of the 
component in the first unit; 

/a/ obtaining a statement of a question to be posed to a user of the first unit in the 
context of an execution of an application of the first family; (Paragraphs 6, 16, 28 
and 29, Nachman teaches that second family (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) 
of applications a statement of question (popup) to user of the first unite (devices 
#1 01 -1 03 computers, and mobile #1 06 see figurel ) in the context of an 
application of the first family (Java applets, see figures 5 and 6). 

Ibl presenting the question via a user interface and capturing a response 
from the user; (paragraph 6, Nachman teaches the pop-up message (question) 
via a user interface and capturing a response from user (#101-103,106, see 
figurel) and 

Id for at least one type of response from the user, transmitting to the 
second unit, via the network, at least one message identifying the question 
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presented and indicating the response captured, said message being transmitted 
under conditions inaccessible to the applications of the first family (paragraphs 
31, 32, 41, and 42, Nachman teaches that response from the user, transmitting 
from confidence (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) to the second unit (web 
server # 206, figure 2) over the network, user send a pop-up message (message 
identifying the question). 

Regarding claim 21, Nachman teaches a communications terminal comprising 
means for communicating with a remote unit via a telecommunications network 
and hosting a first family of applications and a second family of applications 
having communication capacities on the network extending beyond 
communication capacities of the applications of the first family, wherein the 
second family of applications comprises a confidence component including 
instructions to control the following steps in an execution of the component: 

/a/ obtaining a statement of a question to be posed to a user of the 
communications terminal in the context of an execution of an application of the 
first family; (paragraphs 33, 34, 38 and 42, Nachman teaches that Java applets 
(first family) to be executed by said web or WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) 

/b/ presenting the question via a user interface and capturing a response 
from the user; (paragraph 6, Nachman teaches the pop-up message (question) 
via a user interface and capturing a response from user (#101-103,106, see 
figurel) and 
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Id for at least one type of response from the user, transmitting to the 
remote unit, via the network, at least one message identifying the question 
presented and indicating the response captured, said message being transmitted 
under conditions inaccessible to the applications of the first family paragraphs 31 , 
32, 41 , and 42 Nachman teaches that response from the user, transmitting from 
confidence (WAP browser # 200, see figure 2) to the second unit (web server # 
206, figure 2) over the network, user send a pop-up message (message 
identifying the question). 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure Streble et al (PGPUB- No: 2004/02051 19) teach a method 
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for capturing content development data. The method includes formatting content 
development data received from a Web server at a client for transmission to a 
tracker application. The captured content development data may be used to 
analyze the effectiveness of Websites. 

Philip et al (Patent No: US71 85202) teach a system for obtaining an electronic 
signature from a browser. During operation, the system receives a request for an 
electronic signature for a document, wherein the request is received from an 
application in a standardized format that is independent of browser type and 
signing method. Next, the system reformats the request to be compatible with a 
given browser type and signing method, and then forwards the reformatted 
request to the browser to obtain an electronic signature for the document. Finally, 
the system receives the electronic signature from the browser and returns the 
electronic signature to the application. 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 or mailed 
to: 

Commissioner for patents 
P.O.Box1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Adel Y. Youssef whose telephone number is 
571-270-3525. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 
8am-5pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Lana Le can be reached on 571-272-7490. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 
Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ADEL YOUSSEF 
UNIT#2618 
03/18/2008 
/Lana N. Le/ 

Acting SPE of Art Unit 2618 
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